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FLQQR DEBATE

SPEAKER KRISTENSEN: S e n a t o r  Brashear.

SE NATOR BRASHEAR: T h a n k  you, Mr. S p e a k e r , m e m b e r s  of the body.
Befo r e  I c ontinue st o r y  time, I do w ant to remi n d  Senator
B e u t l e r  v ery r e s p e c t f u l l y  that it was in 1997 that m y  b ill to 
repeal this act d i d  c ome out of committee, d i d  come to the
floor, and t he r o l e s  w e r e  in reversal. S e n a t o r  Beutler
f i libustered t he b i l l  and so w e  made the c o m p r o m i s e  that has 
pro d u c e d  that w h i c h  is bef o r e  us. Bu t  n e w  day, n e w  approach. 
L e t '8...l e t 1s come f o r w a r d  to a ne w e r  story. Y o u  k n o w  we have 
peop l e  r u n ning for r e g ents this year, t h e r e  is one c o ntest that 
I can think of wh e r e  b o t h  candidates h ave th e  wisdom, experience 
and u n d e r s t a n d i n g  to k n o w  t hat this act d o e s n ' t  work, that you 
can't run a cam p a i g n  that is wort h y  of yo u  or the p e o p l e  or the 
Un i v e r s i t y  of N e b r a s k a  on $50,000. So the i n c u m b e n t  regent, an 
expe r i e n c e d  incumbent, a strong incumbent, first filed the 
affidavit to n ot abide. An d  t h e n  th e  c h a l l e n g e r  filed an 
a ffidavit to n ot ab i d e  also. N e i t h e r  one of t h e m  are goin g to 
p ut u p  w i t h  this. Instead, t h e y  are g o i n g  t o  go out and h ave a 
s pirited c o ntest a nd d o  it right, like t h e y  d o  in all t he other 
states. H e a r d  on the radio this morning, s p i r i t e d  c o ntest for 
Governor, n o  lack of candidates, didn ' t  h a v e  to d r a g  u p  somebody 
that we all d i d n ' t  know. It's d o w n  in Texas. T h e y  are h a v i n g  a 
primary, a run-off, $20 m i l l i o n  b y  the l e a d i n g  candidate. 
That's the wa y  the rest of the w o r l d  d oes it b e c a u s e  that's what 
the Supreme Co u r t  has said. Y o u  do n ' t  pu t  a l im it  on what you 
can spend. I reca l l  in an e a rlier v e r s i o n  of this respectful 
d i s a g r e e m e n t  b e t w e e n  S e n a t o r  B e u t l e r  an d  I, I o f f e r e d  to take on 
limitations if w e  c o u l d  ge t  rid of spe n d i n g  caps. It's kind of 
like s pending caps a n d  lids. I d o n ' t  k n o w  if I'd stand behind 
t hat offer any longer. Bu t  let's f a s t - f o r w a r d  to a n ew story. 
Not so long ago som e b o d y  who h ad some s i g n i f i c a n t  w e a l t h  as a 
resu lt  of their business, ra n  for State Auditor, and as I recall 
that race, t hey spent conside r a b l e  m o n e y  b e c a u s e  t h e y  want e d  to 
serve in a p o s i t i o n  t h a t  p a i d  a salary t h e y  d i d n ' t  n e e d  and they 
won. T hen t hey ran for Governor, w h i c h  is an exempt race under 
this act b e c a u s e  even t h o u g h  it's...it's a w o r l d  class, we don't 
apply it to the g o v e r n o r s h i p  b e c a u s e  we can't aff o r d  it because 
it d o esn't work. He ran for Governor, spent m o n e y , raised 
money, lost, was a r e s p ect ful loser, s u p p o r t e d  th e  winner. Then 
he made a mistake. In spite of the fact t h a t  h e  was one of the
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